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nature have no obligation towards him at all.1 In the words of
the Act: 'Upon an adoption order being made, all rights,
duties, obligations and liabilities of the parents or guardians
of the infant in relation to the future custody, maintenance
and education of the infant, including all rights to appoint a
guardian and (in England) to consent or give notice of dissent
to marriage shall be extinguished . . . and shall vest in and be
exercisable by and enforceable against the adopter as if the
infant were a child born to the adopter in lawful wedlock/2
proprietary This absorption of the infant in a new family is also effective
*?*?of for the purposes of the disposition of property, since the Act
adoption	jr      .r   .	r	•  •	j       r	i        i
provides that m the case of a disposition made after the date o-
an adoption order, an adopted infant is frima facie t > vr re-
garded as the child of his adopter, not of his natural parents.3
So also in the case of an intestacy. If, at any time after the
making of an adoption order, the adopter or the adopted infant
or any other person dies intestate, his property shall devolve
in all respects as if the adopted infant were the child of the
adopter born in lawful wedlock.4 In short, there is a complete
and fundamental change in the status of the infant. He be-
comes a child in law of his adoptive parent or parents to the ex-
clusion of his natural parents.
jurisdio     The jurisdiction of the English court to make an adoption
ti°1£nf fch Orc^er depends upon domicil and residence. The applicant for
court the order must be domiciled in England,5 and both he and the
infant must be resident in England.6 This requirement of joint
residence, however, is relaxed in the interests of applicants
who, though temporarily resident abroad, intend to settle in
England when the purpose of their foreign residence has been
effected. In such a case the High Court or a county court7 may
make an adoption order provided that the applicant has been
'living' in England for at least three months prior to the order.8
should the     The absence of any requirement that the infant should be
!&S/rf domiciled in England raises a question of choice of law. If an
the infant
be con-     l Skinner v. Carter, [1948] Ch. 387, 395, per Lord Greene M.R.
sidered?      2 Adoption Act, 1958,8. 13 (i).
3 Ibid., s. 16 (2). In this context, a disposition by will is deemed to be made
on the date of the testator's death, ibid., s. 17 (2).
«   Ibid., S. 16 (i).	S   Ibidt> 8- ! (^	6   Ibid>) s. x  (5^
7	Ibid., s. 12 (2). Not a magistrates* court.
8	Ibid., ss. 12; 3 (2). Thus Re Adoption Application No. 52 0/1951, [1952]
Ch. 16, a decision under the Act of 1950, would now be decided differently.
For an elucidation of the strange manner in which the new rule is drafted, see
S L &T C.L.Q. 569-71 (E. J. Griew).

